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THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 



[March 18, 1858. 



Am> untvebsally acknowledged ;" and the Rev. Dr. 
Murray, in his evidence before the Committee of the House 
of Commons, in answer to a question, enumerates, among 
others, this book as containing " the most authentic ex- 
position of the faith of the [Roman] Catholic Church.'" 
I am, sir, your obedient servant, 
London, Feb., 1858. C. H. Collette. 

"THIS IS MY BODY." 

TO THE EDITOR OX THE CATHOLIC LATJIAN. 

Si*, — I do not think it is sufficiently considered in the 
controversy as to the meaning of these words, what I may 
say must have been their import to the Apostles them- 
selves. Romanists, arguing from their plain literal mean- 
ing, ought not to lose sight of the sense in which, as it 
appears to us, the Apostles must have understood them. 
liet us consider facts. The Apostles eat what was given 
to them ; and after they had sung an hymn they went out 
into the Mount of Olives. If the Romish doctrine be true, 
each portion of bread was transubstantiated into Christ's 
flesh and blood, body, soul, and divinity ; so that, whilst 
he continued to sit opposite to them at table, he was 
really, at the same time, corporally and locally in each of 
their stomachs. This is startling enough. But consider 
further. It is into Christ's slain tody that the bread must 
be supposed to be transubstantiated, according to our 
Lord's words — " This is my body, which is broken for 
you," and " this is my blood, which is shed for many," 
But how could what the Apostles eat be Christ's slain 
body, when His slain body did not then actually exist ? 
If it was already Blain, then our redemption had been 
completed without Christ's sufferings and death upon the 
cross. But if a slain body had as yet no existence, how 
could bread be changed into it? I may be told of God's 
omnipotence, and that all things are possible to him. 
And so, doubtless, are all things that are possible in them- 
selves. But it is no more derogatory to His perfections 
that He cannot perform contradictions than that He cannot 
do wrong, annihilate Himself, or make one of His creatures 
greater than Himself. Now, it is a contradiction in terms 
to S9y that a solid body is locally in two places at once. 
And it is also a contradiction to assert that anything 
exists and does not exist at the same time. 

Let Romanists look their doctrine plainly in the face. 
They must maintain either of two hypotheses. The 
Aposiles, after receiving, carried about in their stomachs, 
each of them, a corporal body of their Master, 'who still 
walked beside them ; and that a slain body, though no such 
thing existed for at least twelve hours afterwards. If 
they reject this theory, then the words, " this is my body," 
if they have a transubstantiating effect now, which they 
had not when addressed to the Apostles, have it not from 
any necessity for their being understood in their plain, 
literal sense. 

It satisfies ns, members of this Reformed Church, to 
understand these words in the only sense in which we 
conceive it possible for them to have been addressed to 
the Apostles; in whatever sense the bread and wine 
were to the Apostles the body and blood of Christ, 
we are content to receive them only in the same 
sense. It suffices us to feed on Him in no other manner 
than they did. We will not believe that we have eaten 
Christ's material body, unless it be granted that the 
Apostles did so likewise, He still sitting opposite to them 
at table. Neither will we believe that we receive His 
solid body slain, unless it be conceded that His Apostles 
partook of His slain body twelve hours before the fact of 
His death was accomplished. 

Of course, there is nothing new in all this, nor, indeed, 
can there well be in anything connected with so long 
vexed a question. But still it may not be useless to re- 
Call attention to points which, after being fully canvassed 
at former periods of the Church, have been laid aside, as 
if no more light could be thrown upon them. I do not 
recollect seeing the matter pnt in this way of late, and, 
therefore, I have troubled you with a few lines on the 
subject. 

Your obedient servant, 
C. C. 

THE HOLY FATHERS ACKNOWLEDGE THE 
SUPREMACY OF ST. PETER ; AND THAT THE 
CHURCH OR THE FOUNDATION NEVER 
FAILS. 

[This letter is so long, and the authorities referred to so 
numerous, that we are reluctantly obliged to divide it, and 
postpone any comments upon it till our next number. We 
think it would greatly contribute to Dr. Geraghty's letters 
being generally read if he would either condense or divide 
his communications. — Ed. C. L] 

TO THE EDITOR OP THE CATHOLIC LATMAN. 

Respected Sib, — We have seen (Catholic Layman, 
Feb. 18, 1858), how, John xxi., 15, 16, 17, and the first 
words of Matt, xvi., 18, 19, were understood by SS. 
Eucherius, Ambrose, Cyprian, &c. , and in this, the tor- 
rent of the fathers is with them, as will appear by taking 
their depositions on these texts at large. 

Tertullian : " Peter, who received the keys of the king 
dom of heaven, and the power of loosing and of binding.'' 
(De Prescript, n. 22.) 

• Phelu >nd 0'S_Hv«_"i " Dlgnt of Eridence," **. ; Cunmou, 
IJnd March, 1814. Report, p. »l. 



St. Cyprian: " There is one God, and one Christ, and 
one Church, and one chair founded by the month of 
Christ upon Peter ; besides which one altar and one 
priesthood, no other altar, no new priesthood can be 
established." (Epist. xliii. Oxon, xl. Benedict.) 
What St. Cyprian means is this : that if Christ, instead 
of building, as He did, His Church on one, or on Peter 
alone, had built it equally on all the Apostles ; then, in 
the event of divisions in the Church (an event which did 
happen), we might, with an easy conscience, be in the 
communion of any of the dissentient churches ; or, easier 
still, in the communion of no Church at all ; since on 
this supposition, the Church of C. P. or of Alexandria, or 
of Rome would all have equal pretensions ; but that 
jarring creeds and communions could constitute the true 
Church is in flat contradiction to Scripture (John x. 16., 
ibid. xvii. 11, 20, 21, Acts ii. 42, 44), and to the tradition 
of the Church in all ages. 

St. James, Bishop of Nisibis, in Asia, ann. 325 : " Simon, 
head of the Apostles, was by our Lord forgiven, and made 
the foundation and rock of the Church." (Orat. vii. de 
P_nit. torn. v. p. 57, Galland.) 

St. Hilary : " Peter, to whom He had given the keys, 
and on whom He was to build His Church, against which 
the gates of hell should not prevail." (In Ps. cxxxi.) 
" Peter's confession was highly recompensed. In thy new 
nomination, oh, happy foundation of the Church, oh, rock, 
worthy of the superstructure, which was to baffle the infer- 
nal gates, and all the bars of death ! Oh, heaven's gate- 
keeper, to whose discretion are given the keys of eternity." 
(Comm. in Matt, xvi., n. 7, p. 749.) 

St. Cyril of Jerusalem : " Peter, the first of the Apostles, 
and heaven's key-bearer." (Catech. xvii., n. 27.) "Peter, 
who carries with him the keys of heaven." (Catech. vi., n. 
15.) 

St. Ephrem, Syrus: "Lord! to whom didst thou give 
the heavenly keys'? To Bar Jonas, the prince of the A pos- 
tles." (T. iii., Syr. Paroen. 33.) "Peter, the keeper of 
heaven, and the first-born of those that bear the keys." 
(T. iii., Gr. In. SS. Apost. p. 464.) 

St. Gregory of Nyssa: "Through Peter He gave the 
prelacy the keys of the celestial order." (T. ii. de Castig.) 
"Peter, the head of the Apostleship, is celebrated ; and 
so are the other members of the Church ; yet on him is 
the Church built ; for he is the rock on which the Lord 
built His Church." (De St. Steph. t. vi. Galland.) 

St. Gregory Nazianzen : "Peter, who became the in- 
violable rock, and who had the keys given to him." (T. 
ii. Carm. 2 p. 51. ibid.) See also t. 1., p. 454. Galland. 
edit. 

St. Macarius of Egypt, an. 325 : '* To Moses succeeded 
Peter, who had the new Church of Christ delivered into 
his hands, and the true priesthood." (HomiL xxvi., p. 101, 
t. vii. Gal. edit). 

St.Ba8il the Great : "Peter, who, because ofthe superi- 
ority of his faith, received upon himself the Church's 
superstructure." (Advers. Eunom. n, 4.) " Peter, who 
was preferred before all the disciples ; who alone received 
a greater testimony ; to whom were given the keys." (T. 
ii. p. 1. Prooem. de jud. Dei.) 

St. Facian : " The Lord spake to Peter alone, in order 
that he might lay the foundation of unity from one." 
(Epist. iii. n. xi. p. 265, t. vii. Galland.) 

Marius Victorinus of Africa (Gal. 1, 18) : "Paul, to 
whom all things were revealed, knew that he ought to 
visit Peter, as him to whom the chief authority had been 
given by Christ.'' (T. iii Script, vit.) 

St. Epiphanius : " Peter, who was the prince of the 
Apostles, who was a firm rock on which is fixed the 
Lord's faith, on which rock the Church is in every way 
built ; first, in that he confessed Christ, and heard that on 
this rock of firm faith I will build my Church. Moreover, 
he also became then the firm rock of the foundation of 
God's house, in bis being, after his conversion, found 
worthy to hear — "Feed My sheep." (Lib. ii. advers. 
hertes. t. 1, p. 500, Alt., edit. Petav. an. 1622.) " Peter, 
the prince of the Apostles, to whom were given the keys 
ofthe kingdom, is said, Gal. ii. 9." (T. ii. in Anch.) 

St. Ambrose : " He said to Peter, ' I prayed for thee 
that thy faith fail not.' But, to the same Peter He had 
formerly said — Matt. xvi. 18, 19 — How could He not 
confirm his faith, to whom He gave the kingdom, and 
whom, when He styles a rock, He pointed out the 
Church's foundation." (T. ii., lib. iv., de Fide, c. v., p. 
531.) ■' Not of Peter's self, but of his faith was it said, 
that the gates of hell, &c. ; which sentence vanquished 
bell, and shut out many a heresy ; for the Church, being 
often assailed, must necd.an invincible basis." (De Incarn. 
5.) " To Peter it is said, ' To thee I will give the keys' 
—the selected one in the apostleship obtained jurisdic- 
tion." (Epist. Ixxi. ad Horont.) 

St. Jerome : " Peter was the prince of the Apostles, 
on whom, in eternal fixity, the Church of the Lord is 
built." (Lib. contra. Pelag., n. 14.) 

St. Cbrysostom : " True, all were Apostles, all were to 
sit on twelve thrones, &c, still it was the three He took ; 
of which same three He said that some were superior ; 
and He sets Peter before them, saying, ' Lovest 
thou Me ?' &c. Yet John was the well-beloved." (Horn, 
xxxi. in ep. ad. Rom. ri. 4.) " And yet in spite of this 
lapse. He reinstated him, and committed to his hand the 
supremacy over the universal Church." (T. ii. hom. v. de 
Poenit., p. 366, Bened. ). " You may ask, why did James 



get the see of Jerusalem? I answer, that He made) 
Peter not master of that see, but of the habitable globe." 
(Hom. lxxxviii. in Joan , n. 6.) 

St. Asterius, towards the end of the 4th age : " Isaiaa 
says that the Father laid the Son — the corner stone ; 
meaning that the world has Him for its basis. But the 
Son nominated Peter to be the Church's foundation : 
'Thou art Peter, and on this rock I will build My 
Church.' Other foundations no man'can lay.' (1 Cor. 
iii.) Yet with a like name did our Saviour honour the 
first of His Apostles: calling him the rock of the faith. 
Through Peter, then, the permanence of the Church 
is maintained ; and we stand secure on his structure, 
in spite of the devil and legions of tyrants; as the 
Word says, 'The floods came, and the winds blew, 
and it fell not.' Therefore, when God the Saviour 
ascended into heaven, he, Peter, it was who took 
up his place; for he ever bore in mind the command 
given him : Feed my lambs. God endowed none of the 
disciples with His own gifts like Peter, in placing him, as 
He did, above all. John reposed on the Lord's breast. 
James was called the son of thunder ; but they must all 
yield to Peter, and confess that they hold the second place. 
He everywhere precedes the other disciples. He it was 
who Baid, ' Thou art Christ,' &c., and was, therefore, made 
the Church's foundation ; was entrusted with the keys of 
heaven, and made lord of the gate thereof, and the presi- 
dent ofthe entrance to the kingdom." (Hom. in Apost. Pet. 
et Paul.) 

St. Prudentius, ofthe 4th age: " Here are two princes 
of the Apostles : one, the Apostle of the Gentiles ; the 
other, holding the first chair, opens the gates of eter- 
nity that have been entrusted to him." (Hymn. 2, in honor. 
St. Laurent, t. viii. Galland.) 

St. Optatus : " Peter, then, sat first in that very chair 
which is the chief mark of the Church." (Lib. 2, n. 4.) 

St. Augustine : " Peter himself, to whom, bearing a 
figure of the Church, the Lord says, ' Upon this rock I 
will build My Church."' ( Epist. liii. a. d. Generos.) 
" Peter, on account ofthe supremacy of his Apostleship, 
represented the whole Church." (T. iii., p. 2470, Bened.) 
" Peter ! what hast thou left that thou shouldest receive 
the whole world ?" (T. iv., p. 1656, ibid.) " Peter, that 
is, in the order of the Apostles, the chief and the princi- 
pal." (T. v., p. 597.) "Some things are said respecting Peter 
which are not clear, except when referred to the Church, 
of which he is acknowledged to have been the personifi- 
cation on account of his supremacy, such as — ' To thee 
I will give the keys.'" (T. iv., p. 1733.) 

St. Maximus : " Peter, as a shepherd, received the 
flock to keep, and is called the rock of the Church, as 
the Lord declares — ' Thou art Peter,* " &c. (Homil. iv., 
de Petro.) "To Peter was given the helm of the uni- 
versal Church." (Homil. iii., de Eod. Fest.) 

P. Orosius : " O, Peter, on which Christ built His 
Church, Itc, reply to this man. Did Christ say to thee, 
Pelagius, * Amen. I say to thee, flesh and blood hath 
not revealed,' &c. ? Did He say to thee, ' Thou shalt be 
called Cephas?' Did He assure thee, 'On this rock I 
will build My Church?' " (De lib. arbit, t. vi., Bib. Max. 
SS. P.P., p. 455-7.) 

Zaccheus : " Peter, in whose person is contained the 
whole ecclesiastic authority, through the Lord's sen- 
tence — Matt. xvi. 18, 19." (Lib. ii., consult. Zacch., c. 
xviii., t. ix., p. 238, Galland.) 

St. Cyril of Alexandria : "He changed his name into 
Peter, from Petra; for on him He was to found Hit 
Church" (T iv., Comm. in Joan., p. 131.) 

Theodoret : " Thus did this great basis receive a com- 
mand to feed the Lord's sheep. ''» 

Leo. I. of Rome : " Thou art Peter : though I 
am the inviolable rock — the corner stone, other foun- 
dations besides which no man can lay ; 'yet thou also 
art a rock, « on which', says He, * I will build My 
Church,' and, because Peter confessed Him, He said 
to him, ' I will give to thee the keys.' The other 
Apostles and rulers of the Church were, indeed, sharers 
in this decree; yet not vainly is that given to one, which 
may be intimated to all. The Lord says, Luke xxii. 31, 
32 — In Peter, therefore, they are all strengthened. So 
that, if things are rightly ordered in our days, it is owing 
to him the prince of the universal Church, to whom it was 
said: 'and thou being converted, &c.,' and to whom 
it was said thrice; 'feed my sheep."' (Serm.lxii.de 
Pass. Domini.) " To Peter above the rest, by the 
keys, is the care of the Lord's fold consigned." (Serm. 
lxxiii. de Ascens. Domini.) " The Lord pleased that his 
institution should pertain to all the Apostles, so that he 
lodged it principally in Peter, the chief of the Apostles, 
and the head, that he who dares to withdraw from the 
unity of Peter might know himself to be an alien from the 
divine mystery. For it pleased Him that he whom He 
had made the centre of unity should be named that which 
Himself was, in saying, * Thou art Peter,' &c., that the 
eternal structure might be embodied in the unity of Peter." 
(Epist. x. ad Episcop. Viennens.) " The rock of the 
Catholic faith, which name the Apostle Peter received 
from the Lord, admits no heresy." (Epist. cxix. ad Max. 
Antiocb.) 

Arnobius, junior : " To the penitent Apostle a higher 
rank was given than he had lost by his fall ; for no other 

apostle received the name of the shepherd ; since the Lord 

_______________ __ ' 
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alone said, ' I am the good shepherd, and ray sheep follow 
me.' This holy name, therefore, and the jurisdiction 
thereunto belonging, he, after his resurrection, conferred 
on the penitent Peter." (Comm. in Psal. exxxviii., p. 320- 
1, torn. viii. Bibl. Max. SS. P.P.) 

Sedulius : " The Lord asked Peter if he loved Him, 
and on his affirmative answer, gives to him, as His vice- 
gerent. His sheep and His lambs. His giving to Peter 
especially the rank of feeding His flock was no disgrace to 
the rest.''(Carm. Pasch. 1. v. c."23.,p. 599, t. ix., Galland.) 
II. Origen : " Thou art Peter, and on this rock, &c. 
Which does this it refer to, the rock or the Church ? 
for the clause is ambiguous. 13 it that they are one and 
the same, the rock and the Church ? I suspect so ; for 
neither against the ruck, on which Christ built his Church, 
nor against the Church shall the gates of hell prevail. 
The Church of Christ, who wisely built it on a rock, is 
unaffected by the gates of hell, which, prevailing against 
every one who is out of the rock and the Church, have 
no power against her. Though the gates of hell are 
legion, not one of them shall prevail against the rock or 
against the Church." (T. iii, torn, xii., Mat., p. 526. J 
St. Cyprian : '• There speaks Peter, on whom the Church 
was built, teaching in the Church's name, that though 
the obstinate rabble may disobey and depart out of her, 
yet the Church departs not lrom Christ. They who 
are not with the bishops, who are at war with God's 
priests, are not in the Church." (Epist. lxix. ad Pu- 
pianura.) 

Eusebius : " His Church, of which he prophesied, hath 
stood — not to be overcome, unyieldinj to its enemies, 
and even to the gates of death ; and this because of that 
one saying of his, ' I will build My Church on a rock, 
and the gales of hell shall not prevail against it.' " (Prcep. 
Evang , p. 7, Paris, 1628.) " He, therefore, who pro- 
mised to build His Church on a rock, so that the gates of 
hell shall not prevail against it, will be its protector." 
(Tom. i. in psalm xc , p. 591, Nov. Collect.) 

St> Cyril of Jerusalem : " Since the Jews, for their 
wickedness against Christ, have been cast off, the Saviour 
has raised out of the Gentiles a second holy Church, of 
which He said to Peter, ' Upon this rock I will build My 
Church, and the gates of hell, &c." (Catech. xriii., n. 25., 
p. 297.) 

St. Ephrem, Syrus : " Since the devil and his ministers 
are intent on overthrowing the glorious fabric, take it, 
therefore, O Lord, under Thy protection, that the gates of 
hell may not prevail, &c. Fulfil, O Lord, what Thou didst 
promise to Peter, the prince of the Apostles." {T. iii. Syr. 
Paroen 62, p. 632.) 

St. Ambrose: '-It is to that very Peter to whom He 
■aid, ' Tbou art Peter, and on this rock, &c. Hence, 
wherever Peter is there is the Church ; where the Church 
is, there is no death, but life eternal. And therefore did 
Be add, 'And the gates of hell, &c. ; and;! will give to 
fliee the keys, &e.' Blessed Peter, against whom the gates 
Of hell prevail not, the door of heaven closed not, &c." 
(T. i. in Ps. xl.) 

St. Chrysostom: ''What, then, did Heaay and prophecy ? 
' Upon this rock I will build, 4c, and the gates of hell, 
&C.' What a wonderful and resplendent truth ! For He 
has not only extended it through the universe, but has 
made it also invincible, &c." (T. 1. cont. Jud. et Gent., &c, 
p. 704.) 

St Augustine : " This is the holy Church, the one Church, 
the true Church, the Catholic Church, which fights against 
allheiesies. She may fight, but cannot be foiled. All 
heresies have gone out from her like useless branches cut 
Off from the viae ; but she remains in her own root. The 
gates of hell shall not prevail against her." (T. iv., de 
%mb. ad Catech., p. 928;) 

St. Isidore : " The Church is firmly built, arid riot even 
thegates of hell can overthrow it, as the God that erected 
it promised." (L. i. epist'. cccxt, p. 83.) 

St. Cyril of Alexandria — " The Church is endowed 
with gifts from heaven, and has a solid foundation upon 
what is firm, both a foundation and a permanency ; for, 
according to our Saviour's, words, * the gates of hell shall 
not prevail against it.' " (T. i. L x. die Ador. in Sp. et. ver 
p. 832.) 

(To be conturu e'd. 



upon it. Let truth but have fair play and a fair hearing, 
and truth is great and will prevail. We shall rejoice at 
the issue on whichever side real truth may be found. " If 
the Lord be God then follow Him; but if Baal, then follow 
him." 



Off THE SUPREMACY OF STi PETER. 
We have received several further communications from 
Dr. Geraghty, and among them the following, which, 
as relating to what we have already printed, we think 
it right 1 to endeaffomr '•*» ■ make room' for. We> rejoice 
to see that Dr. Geraghty is willing to give us the 
same credit rot* sfrjeerity which We readily award to 
him ; and we are sure his will riot have any cause to regret 
having entered .into as amiosrble'dwcussioh with us (the 
word " litigation,'' as implying some degree ofhostility, we 
utterly repudiate), wnetW it may issue in our change of 
opinion, or hit, or neither.' We cordially respect, as he 
does, the qualities of sincerity, accuracy, and candour, let 
the possessor of therirbeof what persuasion he may. Let 
but eacr/^arty spare' no pains to renfifer'hls arguriient clear 
•Wt easily intelligible, and fairly grapple with the strongest 
past of his adversary's argument, and not try to ride' off 
tipMn oversetting the weakest, and* some good , cannot ,fail 
to be done. The undertakuja^is a' serious one on either 
side, and worthy of all the toil and patience we can bestow 



Dear Sib, — You will find the passage from St. Chrysos- 
tom (referred to torn. v. homil. 12, in my published letter), 
in " Inscript. act. Apost. serm. 12, p. 180 A, torn. v. Ed. 
Fronte Ducceus. Paris 1621." 

Being also obliged to break off in the midst of my quo- 
tations, in my last communication of the 15th inst., I have 
omitted several ; one of which is from the same St. Chry- 
sostom, thus : 'And yet after his denial, He again raised 
him (Peter) to his pristine dignity, and delivered into his 
hands the supremacy over the whole Church." (rnv tiria- 
raaiav riff ofcs/iti'iicnc iKtcXijaias tvix ( '9' at -) Horn, 
v. dc Pasnitentia, torn. 2, p. 365, which, if it be your in- 
tention to publish also this letter of mine of the 15th, I 
would wish you would insert among the quotations there 
given for St. Peter's supremacy, provided you have no ob- 
jection to overload your pages. 

I alluded to P. Victor (in my first), because I thought it 
beyond the limits of probability that any one of sane mind 
would have attempted what he did, except he supposed that 
he had authority, and that others also knew he had, to ful- 
fil his threat. And that others did think so seems con- 
firmed by their having felt it worth their while to remon- 
strate with him, as Irena3us Polycrates and others did. 
(Euseb. lib v. hist. c. 24.) For, instead of remonstrating 
with one whom we know to be impotent, would we not 
rather laugh at him? And since the Eastern bishops fol- 
lowed the example of St. John the Evangelist, St. Philip 
the apostle, Polycarp, and other great saints, than which 
nothing on earth could be more infallible, it is no wonder 
they were not afraid of the threats. 

I have read your exposition on " the Ancient Churches, 
&c." The translations from St. Cyprian are, as far as I am 
a judge, very faithful to the original ; this, together with 
there being more sincerity in the whole publication than I 
at first was inclined to give it credit for, makes me regret 
to be in this kind of litigation with it ; for these are qua- 
lities that force me into a respect for the possessor of them, 
be bis persuasion what it may. 

I am, dear sir, 

Sincerely yours, 

W. Geraghty. 



ON THE LAW OF EJECTMENT. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Sir,— I mostly see by the ending of the Catholic Lay- 
man that you have a Irking for them that has a bit of 
land. But maybe they would get as good in an old 
almanac ; but if any smart farmer would just tell what he 
done, and how it paid him at market, it would be better. 
But it isnt about them -that has the bit of land that I am 
going to write a letter, but about the poor fellows that was 
exterminated out of it. 

Sure I had a bit of land myself once, and I got behind 
in the rent, and wasn't I put out of it? And if it was 
for the rent I was put out, I wouldn't go to complain of it ; 
for sure I couldn't expect the land when I couldn't pay the 
rent of it ; but it was all by, lying storiesi was put out, that 
had nothing to say to the rent. Didn't an attorney send 
me a long paper with nothing bnt lies in it, and haven't I 
got it still J and isn't it all printed, Only justmy own name 
written in it ? 

First, there comes a story that John Doe complains to 
the Queen herself, that one' John Thrustout came and put 
him out of my bit of land, and " appurtenances'' along with 
it; and then there's a story got up that somebody made a 
lease of my little bit of land to this John Doe, and then 
somebody else, who had as- little call to be meddling, goes 
and makes another lease pf my bit of land to this same 
John Doe, as if one wasn't enough; and the story goes on, 
that John Thrustout comes with force and arms, to wit ; 
with swords, clubs, and soforth, and puts out John Doe out 
of my bit of land. And then John Doe goes and asks for 
•en pounds, -no less) for being put out of my bit of land. 
And then John Doe says he will go and prosecute for it, 
and so will Richard Roe too, whatever call he had to it. 
And why didn't they prosecute, if they had any call to it ? 

Well, and then comes a letter from John Thrustout to 
me, humbugging me. And I'll just wr He out the letter for 
yon. 

. " Sir,— You 'niay understand by the above declaration, 
that I am sued as casual ejector, in her Majesty's Court of 
Queen's Bench, for the lands " and premises above men- 
tioned, whereto 1 have no claim ; these are, therefore, to 
desire you to retain an attorney of the same court, to appear 
for you next Trinity Term, arid defend your title to the 
premises, if any yon hare, otherwise I shall suffer Indgtaerit 
to-pass against nie by default, and then you will be turned 
omot possession. T 

"I am your friend, 

"John Theo-stoht." 

And then cornea in one line from the attorney, .to say its 
all about my little' rent. 

Now, I'm ready to take my'davy that there never was a 
John Doe nor a Richard Roej neither that had a lease of 
my bit of land, and Art no rascal of the name of Thrustout 
ever came upon it; and I up in court, and offered to do 



that same, and my evidence wouldn't be taken ; and I had 
to hold my tongue about it. Now, I don't deny owing the 
bit of rent, and I wouldn't. And if I was put out for tha 
rent, sure I couldn't complain. But to be put out by the 
lying stories of them old villians, that there wasn't one 
word of truth in, sure it's too bad. 

What they all mean by the " appurtenances" I can't say 
rightly ; a neighbour allowed it was the pig-stye ; but sura 
it couldn't be that, when I hadn't one. When a good lady 
was angry at the pig in the room with us, sure I had to 
excuse him all I could ; and wasn't it better for the pig to 
be quiet in the room, nor to have him up and down the 
street getting in scrapes with the police? 

But I seen bigger lies nor this in a printed story an- 
other poor fellow got about them same chaps. Didn't they 
make out his bit of a sod cabin to be a castle, with pigeon- 
houses and lish ponds to it, and to look like the thing, they 
allowed tliat John Thrustout came there with tuns and 
blunderbusses; and if there was one word of truth in that, 
why didn't the court just take and lay hold of him for it, 
instead of letting him go rampadging about the country in 
that way. 

Now, I'm told it's all changed sincel had the bit of land, 
and that if any poor fellow gets an ejectment now, there 
isn't one word in it about them old villians John Doe and 
Richard Roe ; nor one word about that bloody old lying 
rascal John Thrustout, that pretended to be every man's 
friend, just to get him out of the bit of land ; and that 
there's no lying stories to be told in court at all, nor no- 
thing to be said about people that never were in it. Sure 
that's a good thing, anyway. Won't we think better of the 
law when it doesn't tell lies about people that never was? 
Sure all them lies was a bad thing to have in the law. I 
wonder how it ever came about that things got to be done 1 
by telling lying stories about people that never was at all. 

Now, when some things is getting put right, and lying; 
stories put out of them, why wouldn't the same be done 
with other things too ? Now I'm told that some of our 
saints, God save us, is no better than John Doe and 
Richard Roe, and sure that's being no better than they 
should be. Now, I'm not going to liken any of the saints 
that ever was, or ever wasn't, to John Thrustout ; but sure 
it was the lying stories that the court took up with about 
Doe and Roe, that never was, having the leases, that let 
that old villian John Thrustout into my bit of land. He 
would never have got in else. 

Now I'm always studying this : if it be true that there is 
many and many a lying story in that same Breviary that 
your honour was speaking about in other numbers, about 
saints that never was, how will it be if that would let in on 
us a greater and worse Thrustout yet, when it will be too 
late to be getting quit of lying stories. 

Now, I want to know would there be any way of getting 
the Breviary made as clean as the law. When lying stories 
is put out of the law itself, why would they be kept on in 
the gospel ? 

Your humble servant, 

Pat Gallagher. 
[Out correspondent is quite correct in believing that 
many of _the saints in the lioman calendar are as purely 
fictitious as John £>oe and Richard Roe. 

If our correspondent will look to our article' on St. 
Philomena, in the Catholic Layman, vol. iii., p. 56, 
and that oh St. Theodosia, vol. iii., p. 92, he will see that 
those two ladies, if disposed to change their names by 
marrying, might very fitly have been Mrs. John' Doe 
anil Mrs. Richard Roe. 

If he will look to the Roman Breviary (which the 
priests are bound to read as their devotions), under the 
date of April 26, he wi|l find a service to be said by the 
priests in honour of Saint Cletus, pope and martyr. We 
believe no learned Roman Catholic will now attempt to 
maintain that there ever was such a person as this Pope 
Cletus. 

Many more instances of saints of the Johri Doe and 
Richard Roe class might be given, for which we have not 
now' room. 

We like our correspondent's notion much, but we can- 
not quite agree in all his opinions ; for instance, if out 
correspondent, holding the opinions which be does, had 
met St. Dominic in his zeal, we suspect he would have 
found that saint, as thousands did, a worse exterminator 
than the famous Jobn Thrustout himself. 

We cannot stop here to explain the extraordinary legal 
fictions by which an action at law, which in its origin was 
merely personal, was made to serve for the trial of the 
right of real property. This fiction, with some 
others, has been expunged from our crfurts for several 
years back. It was high time to get rid of such fictions, 
and bring the law to deal with facts and truth only. 
Heartily do we wish that the same happy process could 
be performed for our Roman Catholic fellow-countrymen, 
in their books of devotion. Like Pat Gallagher,' wa 
would begin with the Breviary. We venture to say that 
no priest in Ireland will venture to say in our pages th 
he believes all the stories in his Breviary, or that all f 
saints in it were real persons. 

But we fear that an infallible Church cannot afford to 
give up all the lying stories in that book. When, oh! 
when, shall these lying Stories give place to the truth of 
God's word ? There is, indeed, a solemn, warning in our 
correspondent's fear of a greater '.'Thrustout'' yet tQ 
come, as a consequence of maintaining these lies.} 



